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REIVb* IKS/ARGUMENTS 



This Amendment is in response fr 
Final Office Action, claims 1-8, 9-12, 13 
under 35 U.S.C § 103(a). Claim 27 has 
considered to be in condition ft)T allowar 
reftised, the Examiner is respectfully i< 
actions, if any, arc necessary to secure a 



Reconsideration of the pending c 
herein is respectfully requested. 

Rejection 



A. Rejection of Claims 1-c| 
In the Office Action, claims 1-8, 



the Final Office Action mailed May 16, 2005. In the 
1 5, 16-17, 19-26, 27-29, 30-33 and 34 were rejected 
en amended, but if the remainder of the claims are 
je, but entering of the amendment to claim 27 is 
eq ssted to contact the undersigned attorney to ^hat 
oticc of Allowance, 



Ims in light of the amendments and remarks made 



Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 



'13-15, 19-26, and 34 
, 3-15, 19-26, and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§l03(a) as being unpatentable over Ohaj li (U.S. Patent No. 5,889,861) in view of Emerson (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,664,969). Applicants respc tfiilly traverse the rejection because a prima facie case 
of obviousness has not been established, 



As the Examiner is aware, to est; 
criteria must be met First, there must b< 
themselves or in the knowledge generall 
reference or to combine reference tcachi||g$ 
success. Finally, the prior art reference (Br 
o f the claim limitations. See MPEP §21 ?, 
1 596 (Fed. Cir. 1988). Herein, the comtHned 
suggest all the claim limitations. 



For instance, with respect to clai 
combination, teach or suggest the 
global identifi er of a source and an 
Instead, the key hash result is directed tc 
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; operat >n 



cstin ted 



lish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic 
some suggestion or motivation, either in the references 
available to one of ordinary skill in the art, to modify a 
Second, there must be a reasonable expectation of 
references when combined) must teach or suggest all 
; see also In Re Fine, 873 F> 2d 1071, 5 U.S.FQ.2D 
teachings of the cited references fail to describe or 



1 , neither Ohashi nor Emerson, alone or in 
of generating a key hash result partially based on a 
current time at the source. Emphasis added. 
nformation based on the current time at the device 
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generating the key hash result, not the 
rationale applies to (I) a first software 
. . .an estimated current time at the soura 
circuitry contained within casing and 
internal circuitry to generate a key hash 
estimated cwrent time at the source (cl 
generate key hash results based on at lea: 
time at the source (claim 34);. EmphasL 



sofjrec being a separate computing unit. The same 
mttlule to periodically generate a key hash Tesult based on 

providing the global identifier (claim 13); (2) internal 
coij rolling information presented by the device, the 
suit based on a global identifier of a source and an 
19); and (3) a first software module to periodically 
a global identifier of a source and an estimated current 
added. 



ai i 



Hence, Applicants respectfully r4l 
to independent claims 1, 13, 19 and 24asftvcll 
withdrawn. 

B. Rejection of Claims 27 



Claims 27-29 were rejected undc 
(U.S. Patent 5,425,020) in view of Ohasl 
respectfully a prima facie case 



ofobviou ness 



l respon s 



suggest computing a clock skew to 
and the second computing unit in 
presenting the second time- varying item 
items. Emphasis added. 



Withdrawal of the § 103(a) reject 



C . Rjsj ecrfON of Cla IMS 9- 



Claims 9-12, 16-17, and 30-33 
Ohashi in view of Emerson and further i 
case of obviousness has not been establi 
claims are dependent on independent 
that these claims are in condition for 
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35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Gregg, 
and Emerson_ (U.S. Patent 6,664,969). Applicants 
has not been established. la fact, Applicants 
respectfully submit that neither Gregg, C Bhashi n or Emerson , alone or in any combination, 



cla ns 



uest that the outstanding § 103(a) rejection as applied 
as dependent claims 2-8, 14-15 and 20-26 be 



detet tine a time difference between the first computing unit 
s to receipt of a first verification packet,. . and 
for sensory comparison with the first time-varying 



in as applied to claims 27-29 is respectfully requested. 



>, 16-17, AND 30-33 



ui icr : 



35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
view of Grcee . Applicants respectfully a prima facie 
led. With respect to claims 16-17 and 30-33* these 
1 3 and 27, respectively. While Applicants believe 
alliance, Applicant further notes that no discussion as to 
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the allowability of these claims is 
claims. Applicant reserves the right to 



warxanftd due to their dependency on allowable independent 
such arguments in an Appeal is warranted. 



pT sent i 



With respect to independent cJain 
case of obviousness has not been establisfled 
or in any combination, suggest an operatijn 
source corresponding to a current time at 
subsequently, performing a cryptographs 
identifier and the estimated current time 
9 of the subject application. 



Hence, withdrawal of the §l03(a; 
respectfully requested- 
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9, Applicants respectfully submit that^ prima facie 
because neither Ohashu Emerson nor Gregg . aJone 
of computing the estimated current time at the 
i destination based on the clock: skew, and 
hash operation on a combination of at least tfte global 
t the source] to generate the key hash result. See claim 



ejection as applied to claims 9-12, 16-17, and 30-33 is 
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I a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 
Lminer to contact the undersigned attorney to! schedule 
i the patentability of the pending claims and to 



Applicants respectfully request th 
The Examiner respectfully requests the E 
an Examiner's interview in order to discu 

facilitate prosecution of the subject appli<||tion. The undersigned attorney can be reached at the 
phone number listed below. 



Dated: July 14,2005 



Te 



12400 Wilshire Boulevard, Seventh Floo 
Los Angeles, California 90025 



TAYLOR & ZAFMAN LLP 




Conclusion 



rtfully submitted, 



No. 39,018 
(71.4) 557-3800 (Pacific Coast) 



CERTIFICATE OF MAIL WG/TRANSMISSION (37 CFR 



I hereby certify thai this correspondence is, on th 
MAIUNC 

□ deposited with the United States Postal Servic 
as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: 
Commissioner for Patents. PO Box 1450, 
Alexandria. VA 22313-1450. 

Date: 07/14/200* 



date shown below, being: 

FACSIMILE | 

fit transmitted by facsimile to the Patent and 
^Trademark Office. \ 



Susan McFarlane 



07/14/2005 



\Daie 
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